
Nov. 23 igoi.J CORRESPONDENCE. [o 3 567

3. The advisability of the issue of lymph from all sources
being placed under State regulation and control. At the
present time " Government lymph " is supplied only to public
vaccinators; the majority of the public prefer to be vaccinated
Irom other sources, and it will not further the cause of vacci-
nation if distrust in the operation is sown broadcast by failure
of proper results. The Government enforces vaccination
apart from the ridiculous conscientious clause, and it would
be an altogether sound proceeding if it took measures to
ensure that all lymph which is issued, whether public or
private, was efficacious.-I am, etc.,
Wimbledon, Nov. x2th. JOHN A. HAYWARD.

&SR,-In reference to the efficacy of army vaccine lymph
(Aldersihot), I cannot agree with the opinions expressed. I
have recently vaccinated over a hundred of this establishment
end oUly 5 per cent. have failed.-I am, etc.,
Royal Military College, Woolwich, Nov. i8th. J. HICKMAN.

SIR,-With reference to the above question, another natur-
ally arises, What is efficient vaccine ? The other day I vac-
cinated four babies, all with the same lymph. Result: three
of the babies showed well-marked, perfect vesicles, whilst
the fourth failed entirely. Query: Was the failure due t) the
lymph, the baby, or the
November 12th. OPERATOR?

SOCIETY OF APOTHECARIES V. PURDUE.
SIR,-The attention of the Society of Apothecaries has been

drawn to the very misleading reports of this case which have
appeared in the daily papers. These reports, which are con-
siderably abbreviated, would seem to leave the impression
that the defendant, who described himself as a registered
herbalist, and against whom proceedings were taken by the
Society under Section xx of the Apothecaries Act, 1815, was
protected by the Act of 34 and 35 Henry VIII, c. 8, some-
times, though without authority, referred to as the Herbalists
Act, and that the provisions of the latter Act practically
-ousted those of the Apothecaries Act. This is quite inac-
curate. The Act of Henry VIII was certainly discussed in
argument, but. its application to this case was clearly refuted
by the Society'A counsel, though he was unable, as is the fact,
to show that the Act had been expressly repealed. The
learned county court judge, however, in giving judgment for
the defendant, in no way purported to base his decision upon
the Statute of Henry VIII, but simply held, as a jury (had
there been one) might have held, that the evidence adduced
did not show that the defendant had practised as an apothe-
eary, that is to say, his judgment was based not upon a
question of law but upon one of fact. The case, therefore,
can under no circumstances be quoted as a precedent against
the Society, nor can the learned judge's decision be con-
sidered as ruling that a herbalist, or any other unqualified
medical practitioner, by virtue of the Act of Henry VIIT to
which I have referred, may practise as a qualified medi *al
man. I may also add that a county court judgment, even in
courts of co-ordinate jurisdiction, is never recognised as a
binding authority and, a fortiori, of course not in the higher
eourts.
In conclusion, 1 may say that the question of an appeal is

being seriously considered by the Society, but in any event
the result of the case above referred to will not cause the
Society to relax in the slightest degree its efforts to repress
anqualified practice.-I am, etc., A. MOWBRAY UPTON,
Blackfriars, London, Nov. igth. Deputy Clerk.
*** A report of the case is published at p. 1576.

SOUTH AFRICAN MEDAL.
SIR,-I have read with interest the letter of Mr. Paul Bush,

O.M.G., with regard to the war medal. It is very kind of
Mr. Bush to interest himself on our behalf; he himself at
least is fortunate in having received his medal, but I doubt
very much whether the great bulk of civil surgeons who have
returned care an iota whether they receive their medals pub-
ticly or otherwise. Many of us have now been home for more
than a year, and the honour of an " arrire penwe " public
presentation is not very apparent.-I am, etc.,
November igth. C S.

THE PRINCIPLES OF LOCAL TREATMENT IN
DISEASES OF THE UPPER AIR PASSAGES.

SIR,-When a man embarks upon what you have very
justly called the "most unpleasant task" of denouncin
excesses, he must be prepared for all sorts of opposition and
abuse. Considering the wide application of the principles I
wislh to see established, the large amount of ground covered
by my criticism, the seriousness of some of my charges, I
should not have been surprised if the reality of the evils
attacked by me had been roundly denied, if I had been
accused of gross exaggeration, and if the disinterestedness of
my motives had been called into doubt. The pleasing
absence of opposition of that kind emboldens me to
hope that the purpose of my lectures has been correctly
appreciated. If after two articles which deal with a number
of far-reaching questions of principle, no more formidable
opposition is forthcoming than a weak fault-finding with
some questions of detail, it does not seem too rash, I hope,
to conclude that the contentions in the main must have been
sound.
An attempt, it is true, is being made by the first and third

of your correspondents to argue in exactly the opposite
direction. 'They endeavour to establish that I have com-
mitted some inaccuracies in details, and on the strength of
these supposed inaccuracies hold me up to the scorn of your
readers. We shall presently see whether I have been
inaccurate.

I begin with Mr. Arbuthnot Lane's letter. Before enter-
ing upon its details I must say that it is most
disappointing. Mr. Lane had gone out of his way
to denounce a universally accepted operation as "un-
necessary, imperfect, and unscientific." His utterances on
the question haie found their way-I hasten to interpose that
I am quite sure without any fault of his-not only into a lay
journal, but even into the prospectus of an establishment
commercially exploiting his principle. The soundness of
this principle has now formally been challenged by me.
Surely after that a scientific vindication of his views might
have been expected-and, indeed, ought to have been forth-
coming-from Mr. Lane's pen. But what do we find? All
Mr. Lane has to say on that all-important point is this:

I do not desire at present to enter into a further discussion upon a
subject which must be decided by experience and by that alone.
No doubt that is simple enough, but I am sure others will

feel as I do, that it is very unsatisfactory. When a man has
constructed a nebulous theory, in the building up of which
he has used very harsh language against the universal prac-
tice of his colleagues, and when the soundness of his theory
is questioned in turn, I think it is, to say the least, very re-
grettable that he should decline to defend his views on so
lame an excuse as that experience alone could decide their
correctness.
Ho*ever, Mr. Lane has cho3en to retort to my scientific ob-

jections by charging me with inaccuracy with regard to the
history of a certain case which I have narrated in connection
with that part of my first lecture dealing with " breathing
exercises," and to leave it to your readers to judge whether I
am justified in condemning a treatment " on such a fallacious
basis." I am quite ready to meethim on that ground, though
I really fail to see that my scientific objections to his theories
would be shaken even if I had in good faith committed some
trifling inaccuracy with regard to the history of an illustrative
case. Butwhere,Inowdirectlyask Mr. Lane,arethe inaccura-
cies to be found with which he charges me ? In his version
of the case lie adds some details, previously unknown to me,
which so far as I can judge are absolutely irrelevant to the
question at issue, but does not cite one single one in which I
have committed the imputed accuracy!

I stated:
z. That the child had marked symptoms of adenoids.
2. That the general attendant and a distingufshed surgeon had recom-

mended operation.
t. That another authority-Mr. Lane now says that he himself was

that authority-advised breathing exercises.
4. That the latter advice was followed, and that the child went through

a long course of such exercises.
5. That she got, while engaged in it, pneumonia, and that her chances

were greatly impaired by the still existing impossibility of breathing
through the nose.

6. That I was consulted and found the naso-pharynx crammed full with
adenoids.


